(d) agreed, monitored net reductions rrom tnese stocKpues.
Monitoring of warhead dismantlement and commitment of excess fissile materials to non-weapons use or disposal, initially under bilateral and later under international safeguards, would be integral parts of this regime, as would some form of monitoring of whatever warhead assembly continues.
2. Safeguarded Storage. We recommend that the United States and Russia pursue a reciprocal regime of secure, internationally monitored storage of fissile material, with the aim of ensuring that the inventory in storage can be withdrawn only for non-weapons purposes.
3.  Long-Term Plutonium Disposition. We recommend that the United States and Russia pursue long-term plutonium disposition options that:
(a)  minimize the time during which the plutonium is stored in forms readily usable for nuclear weapons;
(b) preserve material safeguards and security during the disposition process, seeking to maintain the same high standards of security and accounting applied to stored nuclear weapons;
(c)  result in a form from which the plutonium would be as difficult to recover for weapons use as the larger and growing quantity of plutonium in commercial spent fuel; and
(d) meet high standards of protection for public and worker health and for the environment.
The two most promising alternatives for achieving these aims are:
•   fabrication and use as fuel, without reprocessing, in existing or modified nuclear reactors; or
•   vitrification in combination with high-level radioactive waste.
A third option, burial of the excess plutonium in deep boreholes, has until now been less thoroughly studied than have the first two options, but could turn out to be comparably attractive.
4. All Fissile Material. We recommend that the United States pursue new international arrangements to improve safeguards and physical security over all forms of plutonium and HEU worldwide. In particular, new cooperative efforts to improve security and accounting for all fissile materials in the former Soviet Union should be an urgent priority.
Because plutonium in spent fuel or glass logs incorporating high-level wastes still entails a risk of weapons use, and because the barrier to such use diminishes with time as the radioactivity decays, consideration of further steps to reduce the long-term proliferation risks of such materials is required, regardless of what option is chosen for disposition of weapons plutonium. This global effort should include continued consideration of more Droliferation-resistantstudy is a road map to assist policymakers as they make these difficult choices. In CISAC's words, "The existence of this surplus material constitutes a clear and present danger to national and international security. None of the options yet identified for managing this material can eliminate this danger; all they can do is to reduce the risks."
